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GEAFTER a long filence, and patient 
=& expectation what the Learned Wri- 
ters of ſome Controverſies at preſent 
( as a late Author - calls them) 
- would bring forth, I intend by the 
* A/iftance of the Holy Trinity, and 
the Incarnate Feſus, whoſe Bleſſing 
I moſt earneſtly Implore, to reſume the Defence of 
the Catholick Faith; which I ſhall Publiſh in ſome 
few. ſhort Treatiſes, as I can find Leiſure for -it, 
that I may not diſcourage my Readers by too Volu- 
minous a Work. | 
But before I venture to Diſpute theſe matters any 
' farther, it is neceſſary to, make ſome Apology for 
Diſpuring ; - which is thought very Unchriſtian and 
Uncharitable, and of dangerous Conſequence, eſpe- 
cially when we rtake the Defence of 'the Fun- 
damentals of our Faith, againft the tude and inſolent 
Afaults of - Hereticks. | | | 
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Sometime fince, A Melancholy Stander-by would 
be a Srander-by no longer, but interpoled 4z Earneft 
and Compaſſionate Suit for Forbearance, to the Learned 
Writers of ſome Controverſies at preſent. T hele Learn- 
ed Writers of Controveſy, are the Socinians, who 
ridiculed without any Learning or Common Senſe, 
the Athanaſian Creed, and the Doitrines of the Trini- 
ty and Tmcarnation : The Forbearance he deſires, is, 


| That no body ſhould write againſt them ; though 


Dr. Walls and my ſelf are more immediately con- 
cerned in this Sz. 

Who this Melancholy Stander-by is, I ſhall noten- 
quire, for my Controverſy is not with Men, but with 
Do&rines; and I know by experience, that common 
fame is not always to be truſted, much leſs ſuſpici- 
ons; but if he be a Divine of the Church of Exg- 
land, it ſeems very ſtrange, -that he ſhould profeſs 
himſelf a Sra»zer-by, when the Fundamentals of 
the Chriſtian Faithare in queſtion ; and a Me/axcholy 
Stander-by to ſee ſome others undertake the Defence 
of it. I confeſs T am always very jealous of men, 
whoare ſo very Tender on the wrong fide ; for ob- 
ſerve it when you will, their Tenderneſs is alw 
owing to their Inclination. But'to defendour ſelves, 
tet us briefly conſider what he ſays. 

He thinks, The open Diſſentions of its Profeſſors u 


Suit, p. 1. great blemiſh to the Reformation : That is, thatit'is a 


great blemiſhfor any men'openly todefend the itrue 
aith, which others openly oppoſe, or ſecretly 'un- 


dermine ; 'but certainly it would be.a ;greater ble- 
miſh to the Reformution,tohave 0/d Hereftes revived, 
and the'true Arcient Catholick Faith icorned, rand no 
body appear in the Defence of -it. [But weknow his 
mind, "That it is for the honour of the Reformation 
GET . E? not 
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| Writmg ageinſt Socinians. 
not. to- Diſpute, though it be for che moſt Important 
Truths. Surely our Reformers were not ſo much 
againlt Diſputing. | 

But if theſe Diſſentions be ſo great a blemiſh to 
the Reformation, whoſe Fault is it? Theirs who dif- 
ſear from the Truth, or theirs who defend it 7 This 
isa very plain.caſe ; for no body would oppoſe the 
Truth, if. no. body taught it : The urging too ftrift an 
Union in matters of Faith, begers diſſentions : That 
is, to- require an open and undiſguiſed Profeſſion 
of our Baptilmal Faith in Father, Sor, aud Holy Ghoſt, 
as the Terms of Chriſtian Communion, is the Cri- 
minal Cauſe of our Diſſentions, Well : What ſhall 
wedo then? Renounce the Faith of the Trinity, for 
the ſake of Peace? This he dares not ſay, for that 
would pull off his diſguiſe; but Chriſtianity muſt be 


left in that Latitude and Simplicity wherein it was delis Þ. 1. 


vered by our Lord and his Apoſtles. This had been a 
good Propoſal, would he have told us what this Le- 
titude and S:1mplicity is; for T am for no other Faith 
than what Chriſt and: his Apoſtles taught : But I 
would gladly know what he means by the Latitude 
of Faith : For if the Chriſtian Faich be ſuch a broad 
Faich, muſt we not believe the whole breadch of- it? 
Or has Chsiſt and his Apoſtles: left it at liberty to 
* believe what we like, and to let the reſt alone? To 
believe that Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. are One $u- 
preme Eternal God; or to believe that the Kather 
alone is the True God, the Son a mere Man, and the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt nothing but 4. Divine Inſpiration? To believe 
that the Erernal Word was mage Fleſh; or that.Chrilt 
was.no.more. than a Man, ,who-had no being before 
he was. born. of the Virgin Mary? He can mean no- 
_ thingelſe by this Latitude of Faith, but that Chriſt 
B 2 | 
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An 4 POLOGT for 
and his Apoſtles have left theſe matters foambiguous 


and undetermined, that we may believe what we 
leaſe; and then indeed thoſe do very ill, who di- 


ſpute theſe matters : But this is ſucha breadth as has 


no depth ; for ſuch a Faith as this can have no foun- 
dation. Can we certainly learn from Scripture, Whe- 
ther Chriſt be a God Incarnate, or a mere Man? If 
we cannot, Why ſhould we believe either ? If we 
can, then one is true, and the other falſe ;- and then 
there is no Latitude in Faith, unleſs Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles have left it indifferent, whether we believe 
whis is true, or what is falſe; what they haveraught 
us, or what we like better ourſelves. 

In the ſame manner he leaves us to gueſs what he 
means by the Simplicity of the Faith. He is very an- 
gry with the Schoot-Doftors, as wor ſe enemies to Chri- 
ſtianity, than either Heathen Philoſophers, or per ſecuti 
Emperors. Pray what hurt have they done ? I ſuppoſe 
he means the Corruption of Chriſtianity with thoſe 
barbarous Terms of Perſon, Nature, Eſſence, Subſiſt- 
ence, Conſubſtantiality, &c, which will not ſuffer He. 
reticks tolye concealed under Scripture-Phraſes : But 
why muſt the Schoolmen bear all the blame of this ? 
Why does he not accuſe the Ancient Fathers and Conn- 
cils, from whom the Schoolmen learnt theſe Terms ? 
Why does he let St. Auſtin eſcape, from whom the 


Maſter of the Sextences borrowed moſt of his Difſtin- 


Qiofis and Subtilties? But ſuppoſe theſe Unlucky 
Wits had uſed ſome new Terms, have they taught 
any new Faith about the Trinity in Unity, which the 
Catholick Church did not teach ? And if they have 
only guarded the Chriſtian Faith with a hedge of 
Thorns, which diſguiſed Hereticks cannot break 
through, Is this to wound Chriſtianity in its very 4 FM 

fails ? 
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Writing againſt Socinians. 
zals ? No, no : They will only prick the fingers of 
Hereticks,and ſecure Chriſtianity from being wound. 
ed; and this is one great Cauſe why ſome menare 
ſo angry with the Schook Doors ; tho the more g 
neral Cauſe is, becauſe they have not Induſtry 
enough to read or underſtand them. 

He fays, The firſt Reformers complained of this, and 


defired a purer and more ſpiritual fort of Divinity.. - 


What ? With reſpeQ-to the Doftrine of the Trinity 
and Incarnation ? What purer Reformers were theſe ? 
I'm ſure not our Erg/:ſb Reformers , whom he cen- 
ſures for retaining Scholaſtick cramping Terms in their 
Publick Prayers : He means the beginning of our Li- 
tatiy : O God the Father of. Heaven : O God the Son, 
Redeemer of the World: O God the Holy Ghoſt, pro- 
ceeding from the Father and the Son: O Holy, Bleſſed, 
and Glorious Trinity , Three Perſons and One God: 
Theſe are his Scholaſtich,,.Cramping Terms, which he 
would fling out.of our Liturgy, when the ſeaſon of 
fuch blefled Aterations comes. I hope: thoſe Excel- 
tent Perſons among us, who, I doubt not, for better 
Reaſons did not long ſince think of ſome Alterati-- 
ons, will conſider what a foul Imputation this is up- 
on ſuch a Deſign, when ſuch a perſon ſhall publick- 

' ly declare, That they ought to Alter and Reformthe 

Do&rine of the Trinity out of our Prayers. 

' Butthe whole Myſtery of this Latitude and Sim- 
plicity of Faith which he mom for, is that plauſible 
Proje& ( which has been fo. much talked of of late:) 
to confine our ſelves to Scripture Terms and Phraſes; 
to uſe none but Scripture Words in- our Creeds and 
Prayers, without any Explication in what ſenſe 


thoſe words are'to- be underſtood : As he tells us, p: ;. 


Certainly we may Worſhip God right ' well, yea, moſs ac- 
| ceptably,, 
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A APOLOGY fo 
ceptably, in words of his own Stamp and Coinage. Now 
at the firft Propoſal few men would ſuſpet, that 
there ſhould te any hurt in this ; though it would 
make one ſuſpe& ſome' ſecret init, to conſider that 
Hereticks were the firſt Propoſers of it, and that Or. 
thodox Chriſtians rejeted 1t. The A4rians objeQed 
this againſt the Homooaſion, or the Sor's being of the 


ſame Subſtance with the Father, that it was an Unſcri- 


ptural Word ; but the Nicene Fathers did not think 
this a good reaſon to lay it aſide: For what reaſon 
can there be to reje& any words, which we can 
prove to.expreſs the true ſenſe of Scriprure, though 
they are not found there? For muſt we believe t 
Words or the Senſe of Scripture ? And what reaſon 
then can any man have to reje& the Words, though 
they be no Scripture-Words, if he believes the Senſe 
contained in them to be the fenſe of Scripture ? The 
Fmoiouſion, or that the Son had «4 Nature like the Fa- 
ther*s, tho not the ſame, was no more a Scripture- 
Word, than 'the Homoouſton ; and yet the Arians 
did not diſlike that, becauſe ir was no Scripture- 
Word ; nor are the Socinians angry atany man who 
ſays, That Chriſt is but « meer man, who had n0 Bein 
before he was born of the Virgin Mary ; tho th 
words are no where in Scripture: And is it not 
ſtrange, that a man who heartily believes, .or at 
leaft pretends to believe, that Father, Son, and Holy * 
Ghoſt are One Eternal God, Thould'/be angry with a 
Trinity in Unity, or Three Perſons and one God, which 
do'as 'aptly expreſs the 'Faich which he profeſles, 


:asany Words he carrthink of? 


Ir is very odd to be zealous for Scripture: Words 
without the Scripture Senſe, If the Scripture have 
any determigediSenſe, then that: which 15 the _ 

Senſe 


Writmg agamft Socinians. 
Senſe of Scripture, is the true Faith; and if we 
mult contend earneftly for the true Faith, we-muſt con- 
tend for the true Senſe of Scripture, and not merel 
for its Words ; and when Hereticks have uſed their 
utmoſt art to make the Words of Scripture fignifie 
what they pleaſe, is it not neceſſary to fix their true 
Senſe, and to expreſs that Senſe in ſuch other Words 
as Hereticks cannot pervert ? 

There are but few words in common ſpeech, but 
what are ſometimes differemly ufed, ina Proper or 
Metaphorical, a Large or a Limited Senſe ; and all 
wiſe and honeft men eaſily underſtandfrom the cir- 
cutnſtances of the place , in what ſenſe they are 
ufed ; but if men be perverſe, they may expound 
words properly when they are uſed metaphorically, or - 
meraphorically when they are uſed property; and there 
is no confuting them from the bare fignification of 
the word, becauſe it may be, and oftentimes is uſed 
' both ways ; and therefore in ſuch cafes we muſt 
confider the Circumſtances of rhe Text, and com- 
pare it with Parallel Texts, to find out in what 
{erfſe the word is there uſed ; and when we have 
found it, it is reaſonable and neceſſary toexpreſs the 
troe'Chriftian Faith, not merely in Scripture words, 
which are abuſed and perverted by Hereticks, but 
in ſuchother words, if we can find any ſuch, as ex- 
preſs 'the 'true Tenſe in which the Scripture-words 
are uſed, and in which all Chriftians muft 'under- 
ftand them, who will rerain the Purity of the' Chri- 
Aian'Faith. We do not hereby alter the Chriſtian. 
Faith, nor require'them to'believe any thing more: 
than what the Scripture teaches, 'tho we require- 
'them ito: profeſs 'their Farth in other words, which 
arenor indeed in Scripture, bur expreſs the w_— and: 
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determined ſenſe of Scripture words. And thus is all 
| the Latitude of Faith which this Srander-by ſo tragi- 
cally complains we have deſtroyed, viz. That we 
"have brought the Scripture wards to a fixt and de- 
termined ſenſe, that Herericks can no longer conceal 
themſelves in a Latitude of expreſſion, nor ſpread 
- their Hereſies in Scripture words, with a Traditio- 
nary Senſe and Commeat of zheir own. 6 
I would ask any man who talks at this rate about 
a Latitude of Faith, Whether there be any more 
- than One True Chriſtian Faith ? And whether 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles intended to teach any more ? 
. Or whether they did not intend, ' That all Chriſtians 
ſhould be obliged to believe this One Faith ? If this 
be granted, there can be no more Latitude in the 
Faith, than there is in a Unit; and if they taught 
but One Faich, they muſt intend that their words 
ſhould Ggnibe but that one Faith; and then there 
can beno Intentional Latitude intheir words neither ; 
and what Crime then is the Church guilty of, if ſhe 
teach the true Chriſtian Faith, that ſhe teaches it in 
ſuch words as have no Latitude, no Ambiguity of 
Senſe, which Hereticks may deny if they:pleaſe, but 
which they can't corrupt in favour of their Hereſies, 
-asthey do Scripture words? | 
It is an amazing thing to me, that any man 
who has any Zeal, any Concernment for the true 
_ Chriſtian Faith, who does not think it perfeQly in- 
different what we believe, or whether we believe 
any thing or not, ſhould judge it for the advantage 
of Chriſtianity, and a proper Expedient for the 
Peace of the Church, for all men to agree in the 
ſame Scripture words, and underſtand them in what 
ſenſethey pleaſe ; tho one believes Chriſt w, be iy 
, To wy * Eterna 


Writmg againſt Socinians. 

Eternal Son of God, and another to be but a mere 
man ; - which ir ſeems has av great hurt in it, if they 
. do but agree'in the ſame words : But if the Faith be 
ſo indifferent, I cannot imagine why we ſhould quar- 
rel about Words; the fairer and honeſter Propoſal 
is, That every man ſhould believe as he pleaſes, and 
no man concern himſelf to confute Hereſies, or to 
divide the Church with Diſputes ; which is the true 
Latitude our Author ſeems to aim at ; and then he 
may believe as he pleaſes too. 

But pray, why ſhould. we not -write againſt the 
Socinians? Eſpecially when they are the Aggreſſors, 
and. without any provocation publiſh and diſperſe 
the moſt impudent and ſcandalous Libels againſt the 
Chriſtian Faith. He will give us ſome very wiſe 
Reaſons for this by. and by, when he comes to be 
plain and ſuccint# ; in the mean time we muſt take 
ſuch as we can meet with. 

He is afraid ſhould loſe all Reverence for 


the Litany, ſhouldeswe go on to vindicate the Do- P. ;. 


Etrine of the Trinity in Unity; IT ſhould not eafily 
have apprehended this, and poſſibly ſome of the 
common. people might have heen as dull as my elf, 
had he not taken care before he parted, for fear no 
body elſe ſhould obſerve it, to teach people to ridi- 
cule the Trinity in their Prayers. Dr. Wa## would 
not undertake to-lay what a Divine Per/oz fſigni- 
fies, as diſtmguiſhed from Narare and Eſſence, 00- 
ly fays, a Per/on is ſomewhat ,- but the Trae Noti- 
on of a Perſon he does not know: This Author 
commends this as ever held. to by all Learned 
Trinitarians ; for indeed all the DoQtor meant by 
bis /omewhat is, That Three Per/oxs ſignify Three 
Reul Subſiſtences, and are _— Things, not a —_ 

Vo 
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A APOLOGY for | 
Trinity of mere Names. And yet in the very next 
Page he teaches his Readers to ridicule the: Li- 
tany with the Doctors ſomewhats : O Holy, Bleſſed, 
and Glorious Trinity, Three Somenhats, and One God, 
have M:rcy on us, &&c. Was there ever any thin 
more Senſeleſs, or more Prophane ! Phat becauſe 
the D6Ctor would not undertake to- define a -Per- 
ſon, but only aſſerted in general, Phat a Divine 
Perſon was ſomewhat, or ſome Real Being, in op- 
poſition to a mere Nominal Difference and Di« 
ſftin&tion ; therefore in our- Prayers we- may as 
well call the Three Divine- Perſons, Father, Son; 
and Holy Ghoſt, Three ſomewhats. Nobis non li- 
cet efſe tam diſerts, T am ſure he has reaſon 
heartily to. pray, That theſe Three ſomewhats, as 
he prophanely calls them; would-: have Mercy 
on. him. ; " | 
In the next place he ſays, He i well aſſured, 
that the late ( Socinian) P ts would have di- 
ed away, or have been now in fow mens hands, had 
not arvers: perſons taken on them the labour to con« 
fute them. But did his Socinian Friends, who 
were ſuch buſfie FaQtors- for the Cauſe, tell him 
ſo? Did- they print them, that no-body might 
read: them ? - Were they not diſperſed in every 
Corner, and boaſted of 'in every Cottee-houſe , 
before any Anſwer. appeared ? However, were it 
fo, is there no regard: to be had & Hereticks 
themſelves ? And is it- not better that ſuch Pam- 
phlets ſhould be in- an hundred hands. with an 
Anſwer, than in five hands without one ?--I ſhould 
think it at any time a good reward for all the la- 
bour of confuting, to -reſcue or preſerve a very 
few from ſuch. fatal Errors ; ' which I doubt = 
- ut 
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Writing againſt Socinians: 
'but-is a very acceptable ſervice to that Merciful 
Shepherd; who waglo careful to ſeek one loſt and 


ſtraggling Sheep. Herefies and Vices .dye | 
being negleQed, juſt as Weeds do.; for we Ry 


the Parable, That the Devil ſows his tares, while. 


men ſleep. But this is no new Charge; the good 


Biſhop of Alexandria met with the ſame Cenſures 
for his Zeal againſt Ariws; for it ſeems that He- 
relie would have died too, if it had not been op- 
poſed. I doubt this Author judges of other mens 
Zeal for Hereſy, by his own Zeal for the Truth, 
which wants a little rubbing and chafing to brin 
it to life ; but _ is all flame and ſpirit, wi 
blow and kindle it elf, if it be not quenched. 
But yet if what he ſays be true, That by: our 
unskilful way of confuting Herefie , we rx into 
thoſe wery Abſurdities which our , Adverſaries would 
reduce us to; This I confeſs is a very great fault, 
and. when he- ſhews me any of thoſe Rbſurdities 
I will- thankfully correct - them ; for all the Ob- 
loquies in the world will never make me bluſh 
to recant an Error: But before he pretends to 
that, I muſt defire him, that he would firſt read 
my Book, which I know ſome men cenſure with- 
out reading it. - Such general Accuſations are 
very ſpiteful, and commonly have a. mixture 


of ſpite both againſt the Cauſe, and againſt the. 


Perlon. 


.. His next Argument is-very obſervable : We . 
muſt /not diſpute now againſt Socinians, . becauſe, 


theſe Controverſies about the Trinity. have been P. A 


above Thirteen hundred years ago determined. by two 
general Councils ( the Nicene , ayd..firſt||Conſtanti- 
nopolitan ) , which are. owned. by our Church,, 


and” 
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and their Creeds received into our Liturgy. Er. 
20, we muſt not defend this Faith againlt Here- - 
ticks, becauſe it is the 'Faith of two General 
Councils which are owned by 6ur Church: * Did 
Athanaſius think this a good Argument againſt- 
Writing. and Difputing againſt the 4rians, after 
the Council of Nice had condemned Arivs and-this.. 
Do&rines ? Did St. Baſil, Gregory Nazianzen, Ny/-. 
ſex, St. Chryſoſtom, St. Ferom, St. Auſtin, think this 
a good Argument, who wrote ſo m_ apainſt- 
theſe Hereſtes, which former Councils had con- 
demned ? But this Author thinks the- beſt way is 
to let the Matter ftand upon this bottom of Autho- 
rity; that is, let Hereticks ridicule our Faith as 
much as they pleafe, we muſt make'them no other - 
anſwer, but that this is the Faith of the Vicene and. 
Conſtantinopolitan Councils, and the Faith of the 
Church of England, And can he intend+ this for 
any more than a Jeft, when he knows how &9- 
cinians deſpiſe the deterniinations of Councils, and 
particularly with what ſcorn they treat the Nz- 
cene Fathers? Is this an Age to refolve our Faith 
into Church Authority ? Or would he himſelf be- . 
lieve ſuch abſurd DoQrines as they repreſent the 
Trinity in Unity to be, merely upon Church Autho- 
rity? For my part T declare T would not. © I 

reatly value the £m" of thoſe Ancient 
;ouncils, as credible Witneſſes of the Traditionary 
Senſe of the Church before thoſe Controverſies 
were ftarted ; but were not theſe Defines 
taught in Scripture, were they manifeſtly re- 
pugnant to the plain. and evident Principles of 
Reaſon, all the Councils 'in the World ſhould 
ever reconcile me to them, no 'more — 


Writing againſt Socinians.. 
ſhould to the Doarige of Tranſubtantion. ' And 
therefore methinks he might have at leaſt al- 
lowed.us to have challenged the Scriptures as well 
as General Councils on our fide; and to have vindi- 
cated our Faith from all pretended abſurdities and 
contradiCtions to Reaſon, But would any man of. 
common fenſe, who had not intended to expoſe the . 
Paith of the Holy Trinity, have told the world at . 
this time of day, That we bave no other ſafe and: 
ſure bottom for our Faith, but only the Authority of - 
General Councils? Nay, That the Council of Vice 
it ſelf, on whoſe Authority we muſt reſt, had little 
elſe themſelves for their Determinations but only Aus - 
thority, That i# was Authority chiefly carried the Point. 
And thus for fear we ſhould have believed too much - 
upon the Authority of Councils, which is the only 
bottom he will allow our Faith, he gives them a ſe- 
cret ſtab himſelf, and makes their Authority ridicu- - 
lous. That the ſeveral Biſhops declared, what 
Faith had been taught and received intheir Churches }.. 
is true; That this Authority chiefly carried the - 
Point, is falſe ; Arhanaſins grew famous in the Couns 
cil for his: learned and ſubtile Diſputations, which -- 
confounded the. Arians; and what Arguments 
he chiefly relied on, we may ſee in his:Works:: - 
And whoever does but look into the Fathers, who . 
wrote againſt the Arias in thoſe days, will find, . 
that their Faith was reſolved into Scripture .: 
and Reaſon, and not meerly® or chiefly into Aus»... 
thority, | | 


*.. And thus he comes to be Plain and Succin, and P. 524 - 


tells us, That of al! Controverſies we can: touth 
upon at; preſent, | this 'of | the Trinity -is the: moſt : 
unreaſonable, the moſt dangerous,. and [0 the moſt une 
ſeaſonable. . |; 5 | 
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A APOLOGY for 

"Tt is the moſt Unrea/onable: 1. Becauſe it is on. 
all hands confeſ#d, the Deity is Infinite, Unſearch- 
able, Incomprehenſible ; and yet every one who pre- 
tends to Write plainer than another ' on this con- 
troverſy, profeſſes to 'make all Comprehenfible and 
eaſy. 

I perceive he is well verſed in Mr. Hbbs's Divi- 
nity; though 1 car diſcover no marks of his skill 


10 Fathers and Councils, For this was Mr. Hobb's 


reaſon, why we ſhould not pretend to know any 
thing of God , nor inquire after his Attributes , 
becauſe he has but one Attribute, which is, that 
he is Intomprehexſible ; and as this Author argues, It 
is a ſmall favour to requeſt of Perſons of Learning, 
that they ſhould be confifent with, and not contra- 


- diff themſelves: that is, That they wonld 'not 


pretend to know any: thing of God , whom 
they. acknowledge to be Incomprehenſible, which 
is to pretend to know, what they: confeſs cannot 
be known. Now 1 defire-to'know, Whether 
we may Diſpute about the BeinÞ and Nature of 
God;-and his efſential Attributes and- PerfeCQtions ; 
and vindicate the Notion of a Deity from 'thoſe 
Impeſſibilities, Tnconfiſtencies, Abſurdities, which 
ſome Hrtheiſtical Philoſophers charge on it, not- 
withſtanding that we confeſs God to be Incompre- 
hexfible? And if the Incomprehen(ibility : of the 
Divine / Nature does not ſignifie ,' that we can 
know” nothing of G89, and muſt inquire nothing: 
about himwe; the Trinity of Divine Perſons' 'is'as 


proper an objeft of our Faith, and modeſt Inqui? 


ries, as the Unity of the Divine Eſſence, for they! 
are both  Incomprehenſible;- And ro ſay ,» That 
every. one: who pregenas #0 write pleiner- than "another 
5 «11% ON. 


F 


Writing agamſt' Socinians. 


on this Controverſy, profeſſes to: make all comprehenſi- 
ble and eaſy ,. may: with equal Truth and Authori- 
ty be charg'd on all thoſe who undertake to vin- 
dicate the Notion -and* Idea of a God, or-to-ex- 
plain any of the Divine Attributes and PerfeCti- 
ofis.” A finiee mind cannot comprehend what 1s 
infinite-z; but - yet one man may have a truer 


and more perfeCt Notion of the -Nature and Attri- 


butes of God. than another : God is Incomprehen- 
ſible in Heavenas well as on Earth, and yet Angels 
and Glorified Spirits know God after another man- 


ner'than we do. There muſt be infinite degrees 
of knowledge, when the obje&t is infinite ;; and 


every new degree is more perfect than that below it; . 


and yet no Creature can attain the higheſt degree 


of all, which is a perfe& comprehenſion: Se - 


that the knowledge of God may increaſe _— 
day, and men-may Write plainer about the 
matters evegy day, without pretending to mak 
all that is. in God, even a Triaity -in Unity, corn 
prehenſible and eaſy. 

This © is-:a ſpiteful and. ſcandalous imputation, 


and is intended to-repreſent all thoſe who undertake 


to write: about 'the Trinity, and to vindicate the 


Primitive Faith of the Church from the ſcorn and - 
contempt of Heretzcks, as a company | of vain- .. 


conceited, preſuming, but ignorant Scriblers ; who 


pretend to make the Incomprehenſible Nature of God, , 
comprehenſible and eaſy. But the comfort is, we, have - 


ſo good Company, that we are able to bear this 
Charge without bluſhing ; even General Councils, 


and thoſe great Lights of the Church,” Arhanaſine, 
St. Hillary, St. Baſil , the Gregories , St. Chryſoftone, 
St. Auſtin, and many others, beſides all thoſe who is | 
| | | | all. 


- 
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26 Am APOLOGY for 

- all ſacreeding Ages to this day, have with equal 

Zeal and _— defended the ſame Cauſe; and 

yet neverprofeſs'd to make aff comprehenſible and eaſy. 

All that any'man pretends to im vindicating the 
Dottrine of the Trinity, is to prove that this Faith is | 

' taught in Scripture, and that  -contains no 

ſuch Abſurdities and ContradiQtions,. as ſhould 

force a Wiſe man to reje& it, and either to re- 

jet the Scriptures for its ſake, or to” put 

ſome ſtrained and unnatural ſenſes on Scripture 

to- reconcile it to the Principles .of Reaſon ; 

and this, I hope, may be done by thoſe, who 

yet acknowledge the Divine ' Nature, and the 


Trinity in Unity to be Incomprehenlible. 
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But here he had a very fair opportunity-, 
had he thought fit to take it, to-corrett the 
zJnſolence and 'Preſumption of his Learned Wri- - 
ters of. Controverſy; who waill - nog -allow the 
' Divine- Nature: to be -Incomprehenſible, and will 
not believe God himſelf + concerning his own 
Nature , beyond what their Reaſon  can- con- 
ceive and comprehend : Who deny Preſcience for 
the ſame Reaſon, that they deny the Trinity, becauſe 
they can't conceive it, nor reconcile-it with the 
liberty of Human ACtions; and for the ſame rea- 
'fon may deny all the Attributes of God, which . 
have ſomething* in them beyand what we can 
conceive ; eſpecially ani Eternity without begin- 
ing, and without Succeſſion, which is charge- 
able -with more Abſurdities and ContradiQtions , 
' than the -Trinity it ſelf - For a duration, -which 
"can't be meaſured ; and an-eternal duration, which 
can be- meaſured; and. a- Succefſion. - without 

| a beginning, 


Writing again} Socinians. 
e Beginning, a Second or Third withant a Firſt, are 
U ivable to us, and look like very plain and irre- 
conciliite ContradiQtions. This is the true uſeof the 
Tucomprebenfibility of the Divine Nature:; not'to ſtop 
- all-Enquiries after God, nor to diſcourage our Studies 
of the Divine Nature and Perfeions : for we may 
know a great deal, and may every day increaſe our 
knowledge of what is Incomprehenſible, tho we cannot 
know it all ; but to check the preſumption of ſome 
vain Pretenders to Reaſon, who will not own a God, 
nor believe any thing of God, which their Reaſon can- 
not comprehend ; which muſt not'only make them 
Hereticks, but, if purſued to its juſt Conſequences, muſt 
make them Atheiſts, or make ſuch a God, as no body 
will own, or worſhip, but themſelves, a God adequate 
and commenſurate to their Underſtandings, which muſt 
be a little, finite, comprehenſible God. "Ii 

In the next place, to prove how unreaſonable'it is to 
Diſpute in Vindication of* the Trinity, he obſerves a- 
ain, That this Matter has been ſufficiently determingd 
y due Authority : but having anſwered this once, I ſee 

no need to an{wer it again. | MA nt 
To back this he adds, That the preſent. iſſue fhews, 
that in this World it never will be better inderſtood : for 
it ſeems, as he ſays, The Maſter of the Sentences, and 
ſome Modern Writers, have made very {ad work of it. 
And yet he does not ſeem to be very intimately ac- 
quainted with t#5e Mafter of the Semtences, nor 
' theſe Modern Writers. But all that he means is, thar 
no body can (ay any thing to the purpoſe for ſo abſurd 
a Doctrine, as a -7rinity in Unity ; and therefore he 
plaialy adds, The more Men draw the diſputacious Saw, 
the more perplexed and intricate the Queſtion u ; and 
therefore the only ſecure way is, to leave off _ 
| D or 
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for the Trinity;'and ler Siciwbans Difpure againſt"it 
themſelves. x Ort [Stuff as this; lees got 
ſort of Anſwer than I can giveir.. oo OW 

But'he concludes this: Argument of Z/vreaſonableneſs 
very remarkably... - Aud Laſtly, FHereby our Church at 
preſent,” and the Common Chriſt ianity [it may be feared) 
will be more and more daily expoſed to Atheiftical Men''; 
for this being but the reſult of the former particulars, aud 

- ſuch kind of Men daily growing upon us, it canndt be be= + 
lieved, they can over-look the advantages which is ſo of- 
ren given them, ' Theſum oh which is,, That to Vindi- 
catethe Doctrine of the Trinity againſt Socinians, will 
make Men Atheiſts. This is a very bold ſtroke for a 
Chriſtian, anda Divine, and I ſhall beg leave to ex- 
poſtulate this matter a little freely with him. 

1, I'defire' to know, whether he thinks the Do- 
Arine of the Trinity to be defenſible” or not ? If it be 
not defenſible, why. does he believe it'?' 'Why ſhould 
we not rathet openly and plainly reje& the DoQtrine of 
the Trinity, which would be a more effe&tual way to 
put a ſtop to Atheiſm, than to profeſs to believe it, but 
not to defend it ? If it be defenſible, and there be no 
fault in the Doctrine, but-that ſome Men have defend- * 

**d it ill, would it not much more have become him to 
have defended it better, than only to quarrel with thoſe 
who have defended it, as well as they could ? 

. 2dly, Why does he not tell the Sociniavs, what injury 
they do. to common Chriſtianity, by ridiculing the 
Faith of the Holy Trinity, and expoſing it tothe ſcorn 
of Atheiſts > Does he think that they are/no Chriſti- 
ans, and ought not to be concerned for common Chri- 
ſtianity 2 Or does he think, that Atheiſts will like the 
Do@rine of the Trinity ever the better, for "its being 
deſpiſed by Sociniars as an abfurd contradiftory _ 
| | with- 


Ty 
» 


without having any. Defence' made. by 7rinitarians ? 
Or. does'he think, ' that the Defences made-by 7rinita- 
r:1ans expoſe the Faith more than the Objeions of Se- 
cinians 2 | wiſh-I knew his mind, and then I could telt 
what to ſay to him. | 
- 3dly, How are Atheifts concerned inthe Diſputes of 
the Trmity > Or how are we concerned to avoid fcar- 
dalizing Atheiſts, who believe that there is no God at 
all > - Muſt we be afraid of defending the Faith of the 
Trinity, leſt Atheiſts ſhould mock at it, who already 
mock at the Being of a God 2 What ſhall we have left 
of Chriſtianity, it we muſt either caſt away, or not de- 
fend every thing, which Atheiſts will mock at? Surely 
he has a very contemptible- Opinion of the DoQtrine of 
the Trinity, that he thinks all the Detences that are, or 
can-be made for it, ſo ridiculous, that they are enough 
to make Men Atheiſts. beg he 
But I can telf him a Secret, which' poſſibly he may 
be privy to, though in great modeſty he conceals his 
knowledge, viz. That Atheiſts and Deiſts, Men who 
are for- no Religion, or at leaſt not for the Chriſtian 
Religion, are of late very zealous Socinians ; and they 
are.certainly in the right of it : for run down the Do- 
arine of ' the Trinity and [ncarnation, and there is'an 
end of +the Chriſtian Religion, and' with that" an end 
of all Revealed Religion ; and 'as for Natural Reli- 
gion, they can make and belieyeas much, or as little of 
it as they pleaſe. ' And this is one Reaſon, and Iam fare 
a better than any he has given againſt it; why we'are; 
and ought to be fo zealous at this time in' oppofing/Ss- 
cinianiſm, becauſe it is the common Banner under which 
all the Enemies of Religion and Chriſtianity unite. ' This 
makes that little contemptible Party think themſelves 
conſiderable, that all the Atheiſts/and Infidels, **and-li- 
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centious Wits, of the Town, are their Converts ; who 
promiſe theraſelves a glorious Triumph over Chriſtia- 
nity, and particularly over the Church of Exg/and, by 
decrying and ſcorning the Catholick Faith of the Tri- 
nity and Incarnation. + A; 

{[. Thus much for the 7/#reaſonableneſs.of this Con- 
troverſie about the Holy Trinity ; in the next place he 
tells us the Danger of it * and he has thought of ſuch an 
Argument to evince the danger of Diſputing for the 
Holy Trinity, as, I believe, was never dreamt of be-. 
fore ; and that. is, That it is One of the Fundamentals 
of Chriſtian Religion ; now to litigate touching a Funda- 
wental, is to turn it into a Controverſie ; that ts, to 
unſettle, at leaf} endanger the unſettling the whole Su- 


 perftrufture. Now | am perfeAly of his mind; that it 


15 a dangerous thing to unſetle Foundations ; But is it 
a _ too, to endeavour to preſerve and 
defend Foundations, when Hereticks unſettle thcm, and 
turn them into Diſpute and Controverſie > Let us put 
the Being of God, inſtead of the Holy Trinity, and ite 
how -he will like his Argument himſelf. The Being of - 
Apages: 6 op 90 rigor 
is erous. to-diſpute with Athei t the Being of 
Crone el iS £0 turn-a Fundamental into a Con- 
groverfie; that is, to-unſettle, or v0 endanger the unſet ling 
the mbole Superſiruture : And thus we mult not diſpute 
againſt Atheiſts, no more than againſt Socinians : And 
what is.it then we muſt diſpute for > What elſe is worth, 
diſputing > What elſe can we diſpute for, when Foun- 
dations are overturned 2- What is the meaning of that 
Apoſtolical Precept, Ts contend earneſtly for the Faith 2 
Z 3. What Faith muſt we contend. for, if not for 
undamentak > What Faith. is.that which can: ſubſift 

withogt a Foundationz i 
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- -But T would Yefire this Author to tell me, whethes 


we muſt believe Fundamentals with, or without Rea- 
ſon? Whether we muſt take Fundamentals for granted, 
and receive them with an implicite Faith, or know for 
what Reaſon we believethem 2 If our Rehgion muſt not 
be built wifhout a Foundariog, like a in the-Air, 
it is certain, that the Fundamentals of our Faith ought 
to have a very ſure Foundation, and therefore-' we 
are more concerned to. underſtand and vindicate the 
Reaſons of our Faith, with reſpe&t to Fundamentals, 
than'to diſpute any ks Matters in Religion, for"the 
Roof. muſt tumble, if the Foundation fail. + +++... 
What ſhall Chriſtians do then, when Atheiſts, On 
and Hereticks, ſtrike at the very Foundations cf. their 
Faith 2 Ought not they to fatisfie themſelves, thatthere 
is no force in the Objeions, which are made agai 
the Eaith > Or muſt they confirm themſelves with an 
obſtinare Reſolution, to believe on. without in 


themſelves about Objections, indefiance of all thepower 
' and evidence of Reaſon > This is not to believe- like 


Men ;-- Chriſtianity had never prevailed againſt >, 
niſm and- Judaiſm upon thefe Terms; for they had Poſe 
ſeſſion; Authority, and Preſcription on their fide; which 
is the only Reaſon and Security he gives us for the 
Faith of the Trinity, That #he. Fhallified Church tin 
poſſefhon of is. | =. 

It private Chriſtians then muſt endeavour. tor ſatisfie 
themſelves ia the Reaſons of their Faith, when Funda- 
mentals'are/ called in queſtion,: is it; \not the" Duty 'of 
Chriſtian Biſhops and Paſtors to-defend the[Faith,. arid 


to defend the ' Flock of | Chriſt- from-'thoſe' grievous 
Wolves St. Paut propheſfied of ? Is not this. their: proper 


Work and Buſineſs 2: And when the Faith is 
ke 


oppoſed and ſcorned.in-Printed Libels, ought itinotito- 
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be! ns ipublickly defended 2) When Hereticks diſpute a- 
gairiſtthe Faith,” muſt- we be afraid: of diſputing for-it, 
tor: fear of making . a Controverfie: of Fundamentals ? 
Thanks be to God, our excellent; Primate is above this 
fear; and rag 1n:the Preſs a-Defence of. that Faith, 
which this Writer would-periwade all M1 to'betray 
by.ſilence.; and I hope ſo great-an Example may/at leaſt 
prevail with him; to let us:difpute on without any more 
earneft and. compaſſionate Suits. | | F D 
HI.-His:-laſt Argument is, The Zſeaſonableneſs.of 
this'Qvatroverſie.. He ſays; all Controverſies are now 
anſeaſonable ;.\ and: Iifay a little! more, that: they;are al 
ways; for there'is no JunRure ſeaſorable'to-broach 
Hereſics, and to: oppoſe-the Truth : {but it: Hereticks 
will diſpute againſt the Truth: wnſeaſonably ; - there. is no 
time anſeaſonable to defend Fundamenta] Truths, --But 
ewhy-is-it $6 weſeaſovableim this Funure, > Becauſe yrder 
God, nothing but an wniou-of Councils, and joyning. tiumn's 
wad Hearts, can preſerve tbe Reformation, and:/catce any 
thing more credit: and juſtifie it, than an Union in Doltrt-* 
-#als. | To. begin with the -laſt firſt : Is the) Vpiew' te 
-Doftrinals ever the greater, ' that Socinians boldly and 
; publickdy: affront the Faith of the-Church, and no body 
appears to defendvit 2 Wilb the Warld: think 'that we 


, rare alk of n\mind;: becauſe there js diſputing only on 


one ſide > Then they. will think us all .Socinians, «as 
ſome Forreigners begin already to-ſuſpeR, which will 
be a very: ſcandalous Union,''and-divide us from all 6- 


: ther Reformed Churches.' Let: 7nion be never {o defira- 


' ble, we cannot,” we muſt not unite in Hereſie ; thoſe 
-break the: Union, 'who depart from' the: Faith,' not 
-thoſe who defend it. When Hereſies are. broached, the 

-beſt way+to preſerve the Unity of the Qhburch,; t5'to 
- oppoſe and confute; and ſhame Hereſie and Hereticks, 


which 
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which will preſerve the Body: of Chriſtians Fombeing 
infected by Herelic; and the y mer thererare, who for- 
ſake the Faith, the greater Unity there isin theCliarch: 
-But nothing N64. rs of Comiiſets,:'and j Hands 
and Hearts, can preſerve the;;' uſt "we 
- then turn all-Socintans, to preſerve.the Reformiithon 2 
Muſt we: renounce Chriſtianity, to keep' 'out Popery”? 
This Stander-by is miſinformed, for. Socinianiſm is nb 
part of the Reformation ; and o inconfiderable and - 
horred' a Party, when they ſtand by themſelves, t 
all Parties who- own' any Religion,: will Joya Co 
and Hands and Fitarts to renounce themy "+ 
'' But what he would infinuate is, :that we! ſhalt never 
joyn againſt a common Enemy; -whoſe Sucteſſes wouſd 
endanger the Reformation, while there are: ay ores 
(ach 
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Diſputes among.us.. i|-hope.heis miſtaken; ore! 
ſhall certainly be conquered by France, for tent 
| affonate Suits.as this;; wilh never: make'us all of'4 
mind. ;- and whether we diſpute or not;/if we differ” ss 
much 2s if we did: diſpute, and areas zeal6us for*the 
Intereſt of a Party, the caſe is the ſame.” But hehas 
unwarily confels'd 2 groor Truth, which all Govern: 
ments: ought to'con ider, - That every: Sehifiw t ie 1 
Church; : is / a new: Party- and Faction\ inthe" Stan 
which are always troubleſome to Government" when it 
wants:their-help 


\ But: _ Diſpuer aboud the T, rintny: aka ſport FRY 


Papiſts; bediſpuring againſt'the Trinity ther?, 
ner difparing for'it; - for they are very Orthodox 

this point's' and'never admitted any Mea whey Coun 
rrar who-diſowned this ona be declared, rhet he 
thought it at any time wnrea dangerous, 'of 
eafanable:to nt for may wet it was violently" aps 
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1 ;doubt-this Proteſtant Church:man has made more 
"ſport-for Papiſts, than all our other Diſputes; for it is 
a new. thing for fuch Men to plead for Socinians; but no 
-new-thing to diſpute againſt them z -and new Sportsare 
always moſt entertaining. h WES 
_ .-But be has him{elf ſtarted an Objetion, which if he 
could wellanſiver, I:could forgive him all the reſt.” Bur 
it will be ſaid, What ſhall we do + Shak! we tamely by « 
baſe Silence give up the Point. 
- -This is the Objection, and he anſwers, There s ws 
danger of it, the Eſtabliſhed Church is in poſſeſſion of it, 
diſpute will only increaſe: the diſturbance. But is 
there no danger that the Church maybe flung out of 
poſſeſſion, and loſe the Faith, if ſhe don't defend it 2 No, 
The Adverſaries to the received Dottrine' (Why not to 
the true Faith 2 ) cannot alter our Articles of Religion z 
but if they can make Converts, and 1acreale their Par- 
ty, they may in time change our Articles, and then - 
we ſhall hear no more of compaſſionate Suits for forbear- 
ance. But they can diſpute everlaſtingly ; and let them 
diſpute on, we:fear them not. But zhey are Men ſub- 
til, ſober, induſtrious ; many of them very vertuous, and 
as all muit ſay) ſetting afide their Opinions, devout, pi- 
| -charitable, | perceive he 1s very-intimately 
acquainted with-them, though St. Pau! commanils all 
Chriſtians, To 'mark thoſe which cauſe divifions and of- 
| fences contrary to-the Doitrine which ye bave learned, and 
avoid them, 16 Rom. 197. But let them be never fo 
good Men, -as ſome of the Heathen Philoſophers were, 
muſt we therefore tamely ſuffer them to pervert the 
Faith 2 But they are very zea/ous, and the Preſſes are 
open, -and they will never be filent. y are zealous 
inſt the Truth, and therefore we muſt not: be zeal- 
ous for it ; they will write and print, and ſpeak againſt - 
the 
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the Truth, and will-never-be flent ; and therefore we 
tor the Truth. Was there ever {uch a Reaſon thought 


of 'as this? Well! how long+ muſt -we be ſilent 2 
Negl/ett them till a fit time and place : But why is not 


this as fit a'time, as ever we ſhalt have, to preveat. 


their ſowing Tares, or to pluck them up before they 


have taken roo0:deep/Root ? | Can there be a fitter time. 


to oppoſe Hereſies, and to defend the true Chriſtian 
Faith, then when Hereticks are very bold and bufie 
in ſpreading their Hereſies, and "oppoſing the Faith ? 
But when this f# time is come ( for | know not whar. 


he means by a fit &) what ſhall we do then 2 Will he 


then give us leaveTo write and diſpute againſt ſuch He- 
reticks > This he will not ſay ; but then /et that be 
done, which ſhall be judged moft Chriftian and moi? 
Wholeſome. But what is that ? Will it ever be mo# 


Chriftian and mof# Wholeſome,- to diſpute tor the Faith 
againſt Hereſie ? ' If ever 'it will be fo, why 1s it nor- 


ſo now ? If this never will be Chriſtian and Whole-. 
ſome, what elſe is to'be done to Hereticks in fit time 
and place, unleſs he intends to Phyſick*em 2 |. 


| And-it ſeems heihas-a Doſe, ready-prepared, 20 lay- p,,, g. 


all theſe' Controverſies to aw Eternal Sleep ; and it is,. 
what he calls a Negative Belief, a pretty Contradis, 


ion, but never the leſs proper Cure for Hereſie. The - 


Proje& is this,” as far as [can underſtand him, "That 
the ' Socinians ſhall not be required to.,qwn.. the. Do- 
arines of the 7rinity and-Tycarnation, . but ſhall /o- far 

Fee, 'as not to contradift them, -nor. teach contrary to, 
them : "Now I ſhould- like this! very well; that-they: 
would not oppoſe the received DoQtrine of the Church, 
but I believe he knows ſome =_w clattering\Ton 5, 

whic 
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muſt be ſilent, and neither: write,- nor ſay-any thing . 


0] 
FA. | 
4 
*q 
$5 
; 645; 
> 
7X 
-4 
DS 
& 
Eo 
» 
5X 
Y 
Ss 
"2 

. 
4 

k 

= 
p.. 
by 
FE 
= 


Fo GE 2G 3 0 ESE 


nee 
F) J a: * p. 
SOA IRC (nts 


An 4P"0:L0.G Fi forii 
which'alt the Opiates he has, -can[never;lay aſleep 3 
and had” he remembred what: he. had juft before ſaid - 
concerning their Zeal, and their Erernal diſputing, and 
that they will never be filent, he would never have pro- 
poſed ſo impraQicable a thing, as the impoſing filence 
on them ; which makes me fufpe&, that. he intends 
fomething more than what he ſays, and therefore to 
prevent miſtakes, 1 muſt ask- him- a Queſtion. or 
two. : 


1, Whether he will allow us, who, as he grants, 
are in poſſeſſion of this Faith of the. Trinity and [ncar- 
nation, to keep poſſeſſion of  it,. teach, explain, 
and confirm it to our People : we will anfwer none of 
their Books, if they won't write them ; but if he ex- 
pets that we ſhould ſay nothing of, or for the Trinity, 
as he would have them ſay nothing againſt it, we muſt 

his Pardon ;. we do not think the DoQrine of the. 
Trinity and Incarnation tobe of fo little concernment,, 
as to be. parted with, or buried in filence. We believe 
Chriſtian Religion to be built on this Faith, and there- 
fore think ourſelves as mach bound to Preach it, asto- 
Preach the Goſpel ;- and if they will oppoſe the Faith, 
ee og we Preach it, we. can: have no: Truce with. 


246 ; I hope he does not propoſe this Negative:Be- 
lief, (+I calls it, as a. Term.of Communion; that tho' 
we —_— Gan hr Triaity: and: the _—_ 
yet if they. will-agree nor publickly-tooppele and cone 
ar Faith, we ſhall receive them to our Cont- 
munioa, and fling the Worſhip: of- the Holy 7rinity, 
and. of a.Gor/-ycarwave, out of our Ziturgies for Br 

POuns.” a | S 
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110 giving his'Son, 
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Writing ' ab ainfl Sociniads. oÞ' 
ſake.” 'T grant there'may ory 2s as Arricles 
of Peace, when Men joyn''in the ſame Communion, 
notwithſtanding ſome leſs material Differences, while 
the Subſtantials of Faith and Worſhip are ſecure; ard 
oblige themſelves 'not- to diſtarb the Peace ' of the 
Church with Tefs Diſputes ; but to make'the Eſſentials 
of Faith and Worſhip meer Articles of Peate, to receive 
thoſe to our Communion, who deny the' very Object 
of our Worſhip, is as ſenceleſs, and as great a contra- 
dition to the Nature and End of Chriſtian Commu- 
nion, as it would be to receive Heathens, Jews, Maho- 
'metans into the Chriſtian 'Church, by vertue of this 
Negative Belief. . This 1 know he will not allow: ; for 
he ſays, We are agreed in the other parts of our com- 
mon Chriſtianity : whereas it is abſojutely impoſſible, 
that we ſhould agree in any thing, which is pare Chrz- 
ftranity, while we differ in the Fundamental DoQtrines. 
of the Trinity and Incarnation, the'owning or deiiyirig 
of which makes an efſerſtia Differetice in Religion” 1r 
alters the Obje& of our Worſhip, as 'much as the Wor- 
ſhip of One and of Three Perſons in the' Godhead, 'and 
as mich as the Worſhip'of a God Tncarnate, and'of a 
deified meer Man, differ.” BNTTIE VEIL our Sal- 
vation, as much as Faith in the Blood and Sacrifice of 
the Son of God, to expiate our Sins, © 1 4 
differs om PEE. g 2 peut and\excel-* Rt EP 
lent Prophet, and obeying bis Laws.” It Vie EE eee. 
afrrs the N gtives and Priveiple of '0tit! tion, pax; 256, Se. The: 
Obedience, as much as the Tove of God; i '! >: 4h 

< Uſers froinhis Goodneſs in ending 
an excellent Man.to be otr Prophet® and Saviour';- as 
muchasthe Love, Humility, #nd Condeſeenſion of the 
Eteroal Son'"of God, in. becoming Mati;%and"indying 
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'as 4 Sacrifice for 'our 'Sins, differs fromthe Love-of a 


E 2 meer 
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.meer.'Man, in preaching the Goſpel, and bearing Te- 
ſtimony to it by his own Blood. 

It changes the hopes and reliances of Sinners, as much 
as the Security of a Meritorious Sacrifice offered by the 
Eternal Son of God for the Expiation of our Sins, :dif- 
fers from the Promiſes of an extraordinary Man ſent as 
a Prophet from God: ; and as much as the. Iaterceſſion 
of a High Prieſt, who is the Eternal Son of God, and 

Intercedes in the Merits of his own Blood; differs from 
the Interceſſion of a meer, though of an excellent Man, 
. who has made no Atonement for our Sins, and has no 
other Intereſt in God, than what an innocent and obe- 
 dient, Man caa pretend to. It were eaſfie to enlarge on 
this Argument ; but I have direQted in'the Margin, 
where the Reader may fee it diſcourſed at large. 
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- out ſceing them. | "But we may ſee, 
will he has to the Cauſe : if the Ah 
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Writing againFi Socinians. 


ed; for he hoped it had not been done, and endea- 


. voured to perſwade the World, that all the Biſhops of 


England had allowed it ; for he cannot believe, that the 
Body of the Biſhops diſallowed, or did not with good li- 


king conſent to the Af, viz. To give Liberty to Socini- 


ens, as he.ſuppoled. This is ſuch a ſcandalous Repre- 


ſentation of the Biſhops of Eng/and, as I'm ſure, they 


don't deſerve, and which in due time they may reſent. 
And here, without any provocation, he ſets up the 


. Authority of Biſhops, againſt the Lower Houſe of Con- 
- vocation,. who never diftered upon this Point, and I 


hope never will, nor will ever be tempted by ſuch a 
forward Undertaker, to diſpute the Bounds of their 
Authority, but content themſelves with the Ancient 
Conſtitution of the Church of Eng/and. But if he un- 


. derſtands the Praftice. of the Primitive and truly Apo- 
 Nolick Church, which he threatens theſe unruly Presby- 


. ters with, no better than-he does K. Edw. VI.'s Refor- 
mation, which he ſuppoſes to be made by the Body. of 


the Biſhops, in oppoſition to the Presbyters ( or elle I 


, know not how he applies it ) he is capable of doing no 


great good-nor hurt...” Only I can tell him one thing, 


.. That had he tallen:into:the hagds of K. Edw.'s Reform- 
. ivg Biſhops, they would have reformed him out of the 


a 


Church, or have taught him another ſort of Compaſſie- - 
nate Suit than this. 


He concludes with 'z heavy Charge upon Myſelf,-and 


- about the Holy Trinity. - | 


|  Do-we: then deny, 'that there are Three Perſons and 
. One God > No, our buſineſs is to prove it, and explain 
. and vindicate it.? but he thinks we, explain.it other- 


wiſe, 


29 
" wiqns, it 18 more than he knew, and more than he wiſh- - 


. Dr. Wa/s, (for he mentions none elle) as if we had re- page 13. 
; ceded from\the Doetrine taught even in our own Church, 


Hu APOLOGT for 
wiſe, than it has been formerly explained. ' And 
yet that very Account he gives us of it , -out of 
Mr. Hooker, 1s owned by mytclf, and'particularly ex- 


plained by my Hypotheſis. He has given us no juſt 


occaſion to - vindicate ourlelves,: becauſe he has not 


-vouchſafed to tell us, why he difſlikeseither-of us. He 


has cited ſome broken paſſages out-of my Yindication, 
about Three -Eternal Minds, which are eſſentially Ove 
Eternal Mind. And what is the hurt of this fs not 
every Divine Perſon who is God, a Mind, and an Z- 


ternal Mind > Is not the A&y@&, or the Eternal and 


Uncreated Word and Wiſdom of God, an Eternal and 


"Uncreated Mind 2 Is not the ſubſtantial Word and Wil- 


dom of God a Mind ? ls not the Eternal Spirit, which 
ſearcheth the deep things of God, as the Spirit of a Man 


-knoweth the things of a Man, aMind > And if I can give 


account, how 'Three- Eternal Minds ſhould 


an 
«be efſentially One, does notthis at leaſt prove, that there 


Pagt 7. 


.may be Three Divine Perſons, inthe Unity of the Di- 
-vine Eſſence 2 And ſhould I have been miſtaken in this 
.account, as I believe I am not, muſt I therefore be 
charged with receding from the Doctrine of the Church 


-of __ As for Dr. Walls, | he has nothing to fay 
agetr 


him, but his calling the Divine Perſons Some- 


-whats, with which he has very profanely ridiculed the 


Litany, which I gave an account before. | 
And now can any Man tell, what Opinion this Me- 
:lancholy Stander-by has of the Docrines of the Trinity, 
and —_— 2 He m_ a _ yay but gives 
ery broad figns, what he would be at. He DP ages 
all Men "onbay34 Int a theſe Dodtrines, declares, That 
all new Attempts cannot ſatufre the old Dificalties,which 
he declares to be anſatisfiable, and wnſoluble : Thatwhen 
we have moved every Stone, Authority mai} _ 


\ 
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Writing ogeinfF Sociniins, 


And yet this Authority extends no farther than to a 


Negative Belief, which, he ſays, is all that can reaſona-: 


Bly be required of Men, of ſuch Myſteries as they cannot - 


underſtand : and thus far he profeſſes himſelf bound by 
our Church Articles for: Peace ſake. And this is his Faith 
of the Trinity, not to believe it, but only not to oppoſe 
it, He complains of the-Scholaſtick cramping Terms of 
Three Perſons, and One God, and thinks the nity of 
Three Perſons in One Eſſence, to be only a more Orthe- 
dox Phraſe ; {© that he leaves us no words to expreſs 


this Dodrine by, and therefore it istime to ſay nothing 


about it. It is a Controverfie which expoſes our Liturgy, 
and is not only unprofitable, but corruptive of, and preju-- 
dicial and injurious to our common Devotion :- {0 dange- 


rousis it to pray to the Holy, Bleſſed, and Glorious Tri-- 


nity, Three Perſons aud One God. 


But then on the other hand; ke carefully! practiſes. 
that forbearaxce, which he perſwades others to, towards-- 
his Learned Writers of the Socintan Comtroverfies, tho' 


they were the Aſfailants: never perſwades them to for- 
bear expoſing and ridiculing the Faith of the Church, 


which would have provoked his Indignation, had he - 
any reverence for the Holy Trinity, and a God Incar- - 
nate ; but only thinks by the Charm of a Negative 
Faith, that they may be required quietly to-acquieſce in - 


Pap! 17+: 


the publick determinations. Pegt 9,10, + 


He tells us over. and over, how unſeaſonable and 
dangerous it i3-to meddle with ſuch higts matters, or 


to offer at any Explication of what is Incomprehenftble'; - 
but it is no fault in them, to talk of Abſurdities and - 
Contradictions in what they do not underſtand : nay, - 
he all along inſinuates, that theſe Abſurdities and Con- - 


traditions, which they charge upon the DoErines of 


the Trinity and Incarnation, are »nſatisfiable, and ww-- 


N. L.Lls 


He 
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* He 'beſtows high Encomiums upon thefe Enemies of 
the Faith, but fpeaks with wondertul Contempt of thoſe 
who defend it, as far as he dares; the Fathers and 
Councils are out of his reach, but the Maſter of the Sex- 
tences, and the School-men, and all Modern Undertakers, 
muſt feel his diſpleaſure : to defend the Trinity expoſes 
our Liturgy, and corrupts our common Devotion ; but to \ 
ridicule 1, makes them very pious and devout Men. 
G OD preſerve his Church from Wolves in Sheeps 
Clothing. 


Jo 


| And now having vindicated our Ancient Rights and 
t Liberties, which the Church always challenged, of de- 
-. | fending the truly Catholick and Apoſtolick Faith, from 
| the Aſſaults of Hereticks, I ſhall apply myſelf, as I have 
! | leiſure, to the Defence of niy Yindication of the Do- 

Arine of the Holy and Ever-bleſſed Trinity, and the In- 
carnation of the Son of God. 


THE END. 
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